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look at standards of jalls at all. There 1s no one nn that
board presently T belleve that 1s in that neutral nosition
who would bring some influence to bear upon that board to
indeed carry out the Intent of this hill. We are talkine
about rules and regulations of minimum standards and T

can see a board put together that onlyv wculd egive 1t 1in
service. Why should we not have a district tudece on

that board? Fe can be the most obiective verson that vou
could place there in terms as he views the qualitv anAd
standards of our jalls in this state and T think most of
you must admit we probably have some jails that look as
bad as the old Calcutta days and T think it 18 time, 1°¢

we are really rolng to put before the neonle an issue of
minimal jail standards, then there should be provis‘ons

in there that they are indeed going to be honest, candid
regulations that cause certain people to bring their jails
up to at least a livable standard. FEach human beinec 1is
entitled to that much. I would oppose Senator Rarnett's
amendment.

PRESIDENT: Senator Dworak.

SENATOR DWORAK: Mr. President, collearues, I rave most

of my discussion on the Maresh amendment but T supnort

the distinguished Senator from Ralston in his oonosition

to Senator Barnett's amendment. I think that it is a, T
think we need to keep the district judres on for two reasons.
I think they have the expertise, number one. Mumber two, 7
think they are very invclved in these jaills because thev
sentence people in there, and actuallv there is a third
reason. I see them as more of a neutral, them in more

of a neutral position than ar advocate position. T think
this gives us a better balance on this board. T think

the Director of Corrections is directlv involved in fails
right now as an advisor. I think that anvbody builldine a
jail would automatically seek the Director of Correctinns'
advice. I would have preferred to have the district fudres
and the Director of Corrections in but that was not the
wish of the distinguished body. Therefore, now the issue
is, do we keep the district Judpes in or not, and T think
we should.

PRESIDENT: Senator Nichol.

SENATOR NICHOL: Mr. Chairman, members of the bodv, T
would oppose the Senator Barnett amendment for the reason
that this has been gone over several times. ‘low the
Director of Correctional Services is the one who provides
the information for the committee, and as that, thev shoul?d
not be a member of the committee but furnish information.
This was part of the reason for the upheaval to start with
was that the Director of Correctional Services was savine
to the countles, this is what vou should do and thev bowed
their neck. Now this 1s a compromise and the Devpartment
of Correctional Service has offered their services to the
committee which 1s in the role they should be oplavinge,

not a member of the committee. So I uree vou to onnose
the Barnett amendment.

PRESIDENT: Senator Barnett, would you want to close Aeshate
on your amendment. Senator Fowler.

SENATOR FOWLER: I guess I have been talking with Senator
Dworak and I don't think his objection is adding the Director
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